U.S. Department of = tice

Civii Rights Division

Offfce of the Astizrant Allormray eneral Warkingran, 0.0 29530

June 23, 1998

Arnn Littrell, Es4q.
ity Attorney

425 Tenth Street
Douglas, Arizona 35607

Dear Ms., Littrell:

This refers ta your reguest that the Attorney General
reconsider and withdraw the Dacembesr T, 1523, obisction
interposed under Section 5 of the Voting Rights Act, 42 T.5.C.
19732, to the imposition of a two consecubtive term limit for city
councilmembers in the City of Douglas in Cochise County, Arizona.
We received vour request con April 24, 1933; supplemental
nfermation was received con June 16 and 1%, 19%3.

The chijecticon in guesticn Wwas interposed in the context of
the retrocactive application of the term limit which the City of
Douglas seught To impose at that time. Cur analysis showed that
the retrcgactive applicaticn of the term limit would have served
<o remove lmmediately two of the council's three Hispanic
representatives. We understand from your present submission that
VvoUu now wish that we recocnsider the chjection to the term limit
in light of the city's decision to apply It prespectively.

We have reconsidered cur earlier determinaticon in this
matter pased on this, and other, Llnformatlon and arguments you
nave advanced in suppert of your reguest, along with the
information in our files and comments receivead from other
intersested persons.
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Accordingly, pursuant ta Section 51.48 {b) of the Pracedures
for the Administration of Sectien 5 (28 C.F.R.), the cbjection
interposed to a two consecutive term limit is hereby withdrawn.
However, we note that the failure of the Attorney General to
object deoes not bar subsedquent litigatien to enjoin the
enforcement of the change. See 28 C.F.R. 51.41. L.
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i Laﬁn Lee

Acting Assisgant Attorney General
Civil Rights Divisicen



